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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the Applicant's response filed 7/27/2004. 

As indicated in Applicant's response, claims 1, 5-6, 8, 13, 15, 17-18, 20, 25, 29-30, 32 
have been amended. Claims 1-36 are pending in the office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-12, and 25-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bloch et al, USPN: 2002/0129129 ( hereinafter Bloch). 

As per claim 1, Bloch discloses a method for implementing an application on a cUent 
computer system, said method comprising: 

receiving at said client a plurality of text files; each defining a component of the 
appHcation (e.g. Fig. 1; steps 66, 68, 70 - Fig. 5; Fig. 6; pg. 10-1 1, para 0095, 0096); 

executing a program resident on said client system for using a combination of said text 
files to create an appUcation (e.g. A VM 221 - Fig. 2); and 

creating said appHcation on said client system according to said program (e.g. Fig. 2, 5). 
But Bloch does not expUcitly disclose checking automatically for updated versions of said text 
files. Bloch however addresses the urge for providing latest set of files in accordance to 
appropriate version of script file or virtual machine files with regard to version (e.g. para 0051- 
0053, pg. 5-6); hence has taught checking of files and their latest upgrade; and further discloses 
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parsing XML or HTTP text files and browser ( Fig. 5; para 0030, pg. 3). It is noted that a file 
version being included in the header of XML or HTTP files is implicitly disclosed owing to 
known browser/markup language technologies at the time the invention was made. In light of 
the desirability of updating browser files to meet the appropriate virtual machine or execution 
environment version as mentioned above along with the implicitly automated version/format 
compliance checking when markup files are processed by a browser engine, it would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to enhance the 
desire for version checking as shown by Bloch so that using the browser engine for automatically 
checking the text files for the latest upgraded file version because this would enable the 
executing environment to be provided with the appropriate files according to the version 
expected for such environment as addressed above. 

As per claim 2, Bloch discloses XML format ( Fig. 1, 2, 4,5). 

As per claim 3, Bloch discloses server central source for managing and distributing 
applications or modifications for applications (e.g. upgrades, fixes - pg. 3, para 0032; pg. 5, para 
0045-0046; pg. 12, para 0109). 

As per claim 4, refer to claim 3 and Bloch's Fig. 1, 2, 4,5. 

As per claim 5, Bloch discloses executing an apphcation, sending a request and 
executing the apphcation in parallel while waiting for response fi-om the request (e.g. . . . reports 
to the Application Handler 302, . . . periodically updates ~ pg. 9, para 0080 - 0082 - Note: 
resolving a URL with data retrieval while leaving the GUI window on for being updated on tree 
events changes and notified of download status is equivalent to executing application while 
waiting for remote response) 
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As per claim 6, Bloch discloses connectionless application execution (e.g. pg. 8, para 
0069; pg. 12, para 0108) 

As per claim 7, Bloch discloses text files particular to client system (e.g. pg. 4, para 
0037; pg, 5, para 0047, 0050) 

As per claim 8, Bloch discloses modifying application by using a newer text files 
replacing older files {upgrades, fixes - pg. 3, para 0032; most recent .version - pg. 12, para 
0107). 

As per claim 9, Bloch discloses graphical user interface (e.g. Fig. 6). 

As per claim 10, Bloch discloses application being communication preferences for 
database invocation (e.g. pg. 7, para 0063; Preference Handler 303 - Fig. 4) 

As per claim 11, Bloch discloses data management application (e.g. step 52 - Fig. 5; 
Manager 301 -Fig. 4 - Note: downloading files to assemble manager module reads on 
application being a management application). 

As per claim 12, Bloch discloses component being part of logic of application (pg. 1, 
para 0012; pg. 4, para 0037). 

As per claim 25, Bloch discloses a computer-readable medium having program code on 
a computer system to perform a method comprising: 

installing a plurality of text files, each defining a component of the apphcation (e.g. Fig. 
1; steps 66, 68, 70 - Fig. 5; Fig. 6; pg. 10-1 1, para 0095, 0096); 

installing a program wherein said program comprises instructions for using a 
combination of said text files to create an apphcation {Q.g. AVM 221 - Fig. 2); and 

creating said application on said client system according to said program (e.g. Fig. 2, 5) 
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receiving automatically any updated versions of said execution environment files (e.g. to 
make sure ... most current versions ... download and install automatically— para 0051-0053, 
pg. 5-6 ) in response to version checking. 

But Bloch does not explicitly disclose automatically receiving any updated versions of 
said text files in response to version checking. Bloch teaches database storage for download 
support for version upgrades and the implicit version checking by browsers of markup files as set 
forth in claim 1 . Thus, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to enhance Bloch deployment and XML processing environment so that 
not only script or virtual machine files, but also the text files such as the XML files are checked 
for update and automatic re-download, according to the version checking as known in browser 
technologies set forth in claim 1, because of the desirability to conform not only application files 
but also specification files, a concept inherent to browsers using XML metadata without which 
format and version conformance would potentially create application execution conflicts. 

As per claims 26-36, these claims correspond to claims 2-12 respectively, hence are 
rejected with the corresponding rejections as set forth therein, respectively, 
4. Claims 13-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bloch et al., 
USPN: 2002/0129129 ( hereinafter Bloch), in view of Landsman et al, USPN: 6,314,451 ( 
hereinafter Landsman). 

As per claim 13, Bloch discloses a computer system with bus, processor coupled to a bus 
{Client PC - Fig. 1; pg. 12, para 0108) for implementing an application comprising the steps: 

receiving ( text files); 

executing (program resident); 
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creating (application). All these steps limitations have been addressed in claim 1; hence 
are rejected herein with the corresponding rejections as set forth therein, respectively. 

But Bloch does not disclose uploading results from using said appHcation to a server 
computer system. However, Bloch teaches legacy browsers (para 0048) so as to obviate 
redeploying using alternate means as well as remote persisting of records on reuseable user 
apphcation data until the user decide to change the application preferences ( para 0069-0070, pg. 
8). Landsman teaches a browser environment where the user can customize application-related 
preferences by providing mouse-clicking interface analogous to the user-driven method of Bloch. 
Retransmitting of deployed application results are evidenced further in Landsman's method 
wherein logs of appHcation execution data are uploaded to a server (e.g. col. 31, line 62-67). 
Based on the desirability to persist user preferences and the implied benefits of legacy of schema 
being used for users as mentioned above, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to enhance Bloch server database records so that there 
is an uploading of application results as taught by Landsman so that improvement of previous 
results or user schema preferences would lend some insight as implied via Bloch' s teachings or 
via the analysis of logs data by Landsman. 

As per claims 14-24, these claims correspond to claims 2-12 respectively, hence are 
rejected with the corresponding rejections as set forth therein, respectively. 

Response to Arguments 
5. Applicant's arguments filed 7/24/2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive or moot in part due to corresponding new grounds of rejection. 
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Applicant has submitted that claims 1,13, and 25 are amended to include new 
limitations; and that should overcome Bloch. The current rejection has set forth the reasons why 
those limitations would have been obvious; these new grounds of rejection being necessitated by 
the amendments. 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, TfflS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tuan A Vu whose telephone number is (272) 272-3735. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8AM-4:30PM/Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kakali Chaki can be reached on (571)272-3719. 
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